g partisans
~~Senate history hes a handful of minority
~-party Congressmen in the House held such a
whip hand over the Senate.
- -A year ago DIRKSEN might have been far
.less willing to cooperate with his House
_golleagues.

It was only last summer that DIRKSEN eX-
tracted the heart from a Republican state-
‘hént of principles on civil rights that Sena-
tor Jacop K. Javrrs, the New York liberal,
tried to push through the conference of all-
Republican Senators.

-.But today, as the Negro revolution moves
...on.an ever-ascending scale from one crisls to

another, DIRSEN knows that a strong bill is
essential, And there is only a handful of
D, Senators in elther party, fiorth of the Mason-
- ~Digon line, who haven’t been driven by the
~-force of events to the same conclusion. Asa
. result, practically every objective in Javrrs’
__statement of principles last summer 1s found
“{n the Holise-passsed clvil rights Billl -

Accordingly, the long and windy talk in the
Senate 1s a charade that should not be con-~
fused with reallty. The first major break
- gy come late this week when DIRKSEN,

" McCurnocH, HALLECR, (GOODELL, JAVITS, and
Seriator HuserT H. HuMPHREY, of Minnesota,
" the Démacratic master strategist in the Sen-
ate, agree on the FEPC provision.

5 ill has been
mlsrepresented a8 & liberal, Fed-
fervention's measire, It is noth-

nt | tf.a,at,,wthq}?:

ihcipal ‘actors Tn” ﬂ‘le con- o T TR e
" TRIBUTE TO DAVID FELLMAN, UNI-

VERSITY OF WISCONSIN POLITI-
-.CAL SCIENCE PROFESSOR

© Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, a dis-

. ”tingulshed professor at the University of
Wisconsin, David Fellman, who has been
in the front rank of scholars in  this
country in delineating civil liberties, has
--been selected as president of the Ameri-
-- can Association of University Professors.
- This is a great honor for Wisconsin, for
the University of Wisconsin, and for this

fislder the well-publicized

“EVERETT M. DIRKSEN, of

dihg ”of de’ba?:e) “becories
of the

| ding man, who not only is a
. grea ofessor, but also is a remarkably
.warmhearted human being,

= T ask unanimous consent that an arti~
-~ . cle reporting Fellman’s election from
= the Milwaukee Journal be printed at this
‘point in the RECORD.
= 'There being no objection, the article
“ was ordered o be printed in the RECOR
_asfollows: =~
. AAUP PIcks UW. TEACHER-—UNIVERS!TY Asso-
 CIATION NAMES FELLMAN A8 ITs PRESIDENT
)'-S’I‘. Lovurs, Mo.—David Fellman, University
- of ‘Wisconsin political science professor, has
.- -heen elected president of the American Asso~
~.. clation of University Professors (AAUP), at
= the association’s convention here., Fellman,
- 7, was elected without opposition on & ballot
- malled to assoclation members. He has been
>".. bt UW since 1947, and now is a Vilas research
~ professor.
~-He served on the national council of the
AAUP from 1968 to 1961, and Is chairman of
“ 1ts committee on academic freedom and
- tenure. He is past president of the Wiscon-
-.sin chapter.
a " “He was appointed to the executive commlit~
~ tee on the Wisconsin Governor’s commission
- on humen rights in 1969, and wes a member
sq - of the Governor’s commission on constitu-
s ~ tlonal revision in 1963. .
" ""Other positions held included vice presi-
2§~ dent of The Amerlcan Polltical Science Asso-

- gxggg Conference of Polltical Sclentists in
" The AKUP frequently gets Into the news
pdemmi

éiation in 1958-60 and president of thée Mid-~

THE U.8. UNILATERAL PARTICIPA~
TION IN SOUTH VIETNAM'S CIVIL
WAR

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, while
I find myself in total disagreement with
the past and inherited policy of the U.S.
involvement in the eivil war in South
Vietnam, which President Johnson now
feels must for a time be continued, I
find one element of hopefulness in his
first public declaration of policy thereon.
In his speech to the Associated Press
yesterday, after stating that he had
“ordered measures to step up the fight-
ing capacity of the South Vietnamese
forces,” he added that “no negotiated
settlement is possible as long as the Com-
munists hope to achieve victory by
foree,” but that—and this is the signifi-
cant and hopeful statemen{—“once war
seems hopeless, then peace may be pos-
sible.”

The fact is that the United States is
seeking “to achieve victory by force.”
Doubtless this is true of both sides. The
hopeful and significant aspect of Presi-

..dent Johnson'’s remark is that “once war

seems hopeless, then peace may be pos-
sible.”

It is my conviction that this particu-
lar war is hopeless, and has always been
hopeless, and that therefore peace not
only may be possible, but will be possi-
ble. It is clear to me that the President
is allowing for a negotiated settlement
as soon as the reality of which he
speaks-——namely, that once. the “war
seems hopeless” which means a realiza-
tion that the war in South Vietnam can-
not be won by the United States—be-
_comes apparent. It is apparent to me
_now, and history—-the history of the past

- fdecades—-demonstrates it incontroverti-

bly.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp at the conclusion
of my remarks the paragraphs from
_President Johnson’s speech to the Asso-
clated Press dealing with South Vietnam.
.--The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MorTon in the chair). Without objec-

---tion, it is 50 ordered.

(See exhibit 1.) -

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President,
President Johnson speaks of reality.
Let us contrast the optimistic forecast
which Secretary Rusk made after his
brief visit to South Vietnam, and Ike
repeated similarly optimistic forecasts of
Secretary McNamara, with the realistic
statements by our American “advisers”
who have been on the scene for months.
Secretary Rusk, in praising Nguyen
Khanh, South Vietnam’s self-imposed—
with our help—ruler, said, “He is making
progress.” But a special dispatch to the
New York Times, published in it on Mon-
day, April 20, is headed “U.S. Advisers
.Say Inertia Besets Vietnamese Army.”
The opening paragraph of the article
-refers to the “inertia and low motiva-
tion of the South Vietnamese Army.”

”**This is the opinion of our American

~military “advisers”; and they have been
_there much longer than Secretary Rusk
Nar




~
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Our military “advisers” there further
express ‘the belief that no amount of
social and economic planning can in-
gpire an army to do ifs job against
highly purposeful {nsurgents, unless
there Is a will to win, or at least a will
to fight. It has long been clear that
there has not been, and is not now, a will
to win or a will to fight in the South
Vietnamese forces. .

Mr. President, I ask ynanimous con-

sent to have printed in the Recorp at

" the conclusion of my remarks the article
entitled “Rusk Lauds Progress of Khanh
in Reporting on Trip to Vietnam.” The
article was published in the Washington
Post of April 21—as well as an article
entitled “U.8. Advisers S8ay Inertia Be-
sets Vietnamese Army,” which was pub-
H‘I;h;led on April 20 in the New York

es.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 2.)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the 3-minute limitation, the time of the
Benator from Alaska has expired.

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that I may pro-
ceed for 3 additional minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered. . '

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, sup-
port of the view of these “advisers” and
of the position which the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. Morse] and I have taken in
regard to U.S. military engagement in
South Vietnam, is found in an article
written by Walter Lippmann, and pub-
%shed on April 21 in the Washington

ost.

After properly taking Richard Nixon
to task for his proposal to carry the war
into North Vietnam, Mr. Lippmann
points out that “the South Vietnamese
have very little fighting morale.” Mr.
Lippmann also gives us a reality when
he says the problem in South Vietnam is
to prevent the collapse of a weak gov-
ernment which is losing the civil war.

That 1s precisely correct, Mr. Presi-
dent; it Is a civill war, it Is a losing civil
war. The sooner the United States faces
those two realities, the better.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp at the conelusion
of my remarks the article by Walter
Lippmann, which is entitled “Forelgn
Policy Debate.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 3. .

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, in a
dispatch from Washington, published
today in the New York Times, Secretary
Rusk is reported as having encouraged
the new government of Maj. Gen. Nguyen
Khanh to improve its “international
image.” Just whai is meant by that, I
do not know. But, more important, I
belleve he should i{mprove his image
among the South Vietnamese people,
who have had such lack of enthusiasm
in their support of the two preceding
regimes, as well as his, because of the
repressive actlons of thelr own govern-
ments. ’

I ask unanimous consent that there
be printed in the Rzcorp at the conclu-
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glon of ,x.x:,&remarks, the New York Times
article entifled “Rusk Says Saigon May
Ask for Non-U.8. Military Advisers.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is s0 ordered.

(See exhibit 4.)

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, the
American people want no part in the
unilateral war in which our American
boys are being sacrificed. They can-
not but wonder why our SEATO allies,
while urging us to keep on, are not send-
ing their boys into the firing line there.
Only American boys, in addition to the
Vietnamese, are being sacrificed. I con-
sider this a needless tragedy which
should be stopped. I have asked before,
and I ask azain, where are the boys of
our Brit'sh, French, Australlan, New
Zealand, Philipp'ne, Pakistan, and Thai
allles in SEATO? Why are there no
British boys, French boys, Australian
boys, New Zealand boys, Philippine boys,
Pakistan boys, and, Thal boys on the
firing line?

Mr. President. I have received som-~
490 letters since my speech on March 10,
urging that the United States get out of
Vietnam. They run in a ratlo of 1060 to
1 in faver of my position. They reveal
unm's‘akably that the American people
oppose our unilateral military partici-
pation in South Vietnam’s civil war.

T ask unan‘mous cons~nt that portions
of some of these letters be printed at the
conclusion of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFICER. Without
objsction it is so order~d.

(Fen exhibit 5.)

ExHisrr 1
[From the New York Times, Apr. 21, 1284}
ExcerPr FrROM PRESIDENT JOHNSON'S SPEECH
BEPORE THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

In Korea we proved the futllity of direct
aggression. In Vietnam the Cammunists
todny try the more irsidious, but the equally
dangerous, methods of subversion and terror
ard ruerriiin warfare.

They conduct a campaign organized, di-
rected, supplied. and supported from Hanot.
This, too, we will prove futile,

Armed Communist attack on Vietnam is
today a reality. The fighting spirit of South
Vietnam, as Secretary Rusk told us from
there yesterday, is a reality. The request of
8 frlend and an ally for our help in this
terrible moment is s reality.

The statement of the SEATO allies that
Communist defeat is ess>~tinl f8 a reality,
To fail to respond to these reallties would
reflect on our honor as a Nation, would un-
dermine worldwide confidence In our cour-
age, would convince everv nation in south
Asia that it must now bow to Communist
terms to survive.

The sltuation in Vietnam lIs difficult, but
there is an old American saying that “when
the going gets tough, the tough gets going.”

50 let no one doubt that we are in this
battle as long as South Vietnam wants our
support and needs our assistance to protect
its freedom.

MORE AID FOR VIETNAMESE

I have aiready ordered measures to step up
the fighting capacity of the South Viet-
namese forces, to help improve the welfare
and the moral of thelr civillan population,
to keep our forces at whatever level con-
tinued independence and freedom requlre.

No negotiated settlement in Vietnam 1is
possible as long as the Communists hope to
achieve victory by force. Once war seems
hopeless, then peace may be possible. The
door is always open to any settlement which

April 21

assurea the independence of SBouth Vietnam
&nd its freedom to seek help for its pro-
tection.
Exesrr 2
RUSE LAUDS PROGRESS OF KHANH IN REPORT-
ING ON TrIP TO VIETNAM
(By Warren Unna)

Becretary of State Dean Rusk returned late
yesterday from an on-the-spot inspection
trip to South Vietnam and immediately re-
ported to President Johnson how struck he
was with the new Vietnamese ruler, Maj.
Gen. Nguyen Khanh.

Khanh 18 an Impressive man * * * great
vigor and understanding. He's on the right
track and he’s making progress,” Rusk told
reporters after emerging from his White
House conference with the President.

He indicated that he found “a number of
Provinces’® where pacification measures
against the Vietcong Communis$ Infiltration
movement are “going ahead.”

In astatement at S8aigon just before board-
Ing his plane for Washington, Rusk had given
Khanh all-out US. support: “We shall re-
main at your side until the aggression from
the North has been defeated—until it has
brea completely rooted out and this land
enfoys the peace which it deserves,” Rusk
declared.

In talking with reporters at the White
House, Rusk noticeably abstalned from all
remarks about Laos where a military coup
had made that country the subject of the
moment.

But earlier in the day, President Johnson
told an Assoclated Press luncheon in New
York that he had dispatched Willlam P.
Bundy, Assistant Secrefary of State for Far
Eastern Affairs, to Laos "for a firsthand
examination of the developments.”

The President reafirmed American support
for the 1862 Geneva agreement for a neutral
Laos under neutralist Premier Prince Sou-
vanna Phouma, explalning such an arrange-
ment offers “the best hope of peace and inde-
pendence for that strife-torn land.”

The State Department, meanwhile, indi-
cated that the outcome of Sunday's military
coup was far from clear.

U.8. officials were heartened by the fact
that the coup leaders had. released Prince
Souvanna from his house arrest and accom-
panied him on a trip to the royal capital of
Luang Prabang for a confefence with Laos
King.

But State Department officials were still
not sure how far the military leaders had
backed away from their abrupt takeover.
Nor were they sure what demands Laos Com-
munlist-oriented Pathet-Lac might now make
because of the military’s breach of faith in
trying to scrap the coalition government.

It was also not clear whether the military
coup leaders now would be disciplined for
their action, or aliowed to remaln at their
Pposts in & new government. .

On Capitol HIill, Senate Majority Leader
Mixe Mansrrio, Democrat, of Montana, said
the original report of the coup and the ar-
rest of Souvanna “was mad news for Laos,
for the United States, and for all of southeast
Asla.

“He [Souvanna] was, and is, the only man
who could have been successful in keeping
his country from being fragmented,” MaNs-
D added.

[From the New York Times, Apr. 20, 1964}

U.8. ADVISERS SAY INERTIA BESETS VIETNAMESE
ARMY
{By Peter Grose)

SaicoN, SouTH ViETNAM, April 15 —Pursuit
of the war against the Communist Vietcong
appears to face the basic obatruction of iner-
tia and low motivation of the South Viet-
namese Army, in the judgment of American
mllitary advisers,
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] Tesal ‘plafining ¢an in-
?‘“ﬁr "tfo its” jo “against highly
‘Ingiitgents unless there is a will
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iéd “erratically—remain to

fnd e e85 in hI,gh"ofﬁclal
oth American and Vietnameése. In
iths i1l power the Premier Maj
£ h

that he Is

‘Remedjes,
usive
If préssed too hard, are fully capable
nst thelr own government by
ups” d'etats or defecting to the
st Vietcong.
c i the talk in Salgon )
support ‘of the populatiod to w VE]
. fing,” sald ofe Américan “in "the Teld. "“But
Be 3 good 1dea to try to gain’
upp( iy.  THIS ‘may be &
tical war, but t 1s'stTl & War ‘L;r'

228 cy,
am. 01; $ecretary of Defenise Robert S.
. amara and Secretary of State Dean Rusk,
15 that active leadership from the top can still
‘OVg'cdme the inertia of thgkwar ‘effor

yést.er lay with Cie
“rieang of im

Mr,” Rusk wag sald to
'General ;Khanh would n
¢BUp, “ha" has been rum
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.coup oh January 30 ‘

L]
ﬁ,a,r_y and civillan flelds.” While’
aln,” Mr. Rusk was sald to

,Ngo Dinh Diem was ouéted :
to move.”

"+ Ming, the 1 ;

" -South, Vlg ’ _;a,;;m ail too’
long for the new energy in Salgon to filter
down, -

f B Vietnamese to fight on in the civil war.
pursult” indeed:; where are the South Viet-

‘situation from becoming impossible.

said onié Mgii advfser ‘in the centrad lowfands ’

“When we urge the Vietnamese to fight like
guerrillas, they just call for alr strikes and
heavy artillery.”

Some Americans also speak of the am-
biguity of their advisory position.. They
cannot command troops. Thelr advice, if
given on the spot, may cause a Vietnamese
commander to lose face with his men. Ad-

_vice given later in private may come too late.

Anything money can buy Premier Khanh
fs in the process of providing. He has an-

afuneed, for instance, pay increases for both

the regular army and the paramilitary forces,
the clvil guard and the self-defense corps,
which bear the brunt of Vietcong attacks.

-Discrepancies between the pay and privileges-

of the army and those of the paramllitary
forces have been a major subject of com-
plaints.

EXHIBIT 3
[F‘rom the Washington Post, Apr. 21, 1964]
ForerGN PoLicy DEBATE
(By Walter Lippmann)

After spending a few days In Salgon, Mr.
Nixon has come home with a formula fdr
winning the war in southeast Asia. The
reason we are not winning it now is, he
#ays, that we believe in “Yalu River concepts

-of private sanctuaries,” and for that reason
_we are preventing the South Vietnamese,

who presumably are raring to go, from taking
“the offensive, from carrying the war into
Laos and to the North, and of winning the
‘war” there.

Mr. Nixon ought to know better, and
perhaps he does know better, than to say

“that the reason why South Vietnam does not -

‘win the war in North Vietnam is that the
United States won’t let it. The undubitable
fact is that South Vietnam is quite incapable

of carrying the war sueccessfully Into North
Vietnam. "'That 1s not -because we will not

glve 1t arms. We do give 1t arms. Tt
‘becauise the Bouth” Vietnamese hay
‘little “fighting ‘morale and are well &
‘froin expeériments that have afréady been
‘made that rajding in North Vie

aimost certain death. "Let us hope that B
‘Nizon is not going to revive at this Iate d

‘the old chestnut which we used 1o hear

about “unleashing Chlang Kai-shek,” and
.ask us to belleve that victory can be had by
unleashing General Khanh

_General Khanh is leashed by the unwil-
linpness of the large majority of the South
“Hot

namese goldlers who are hot about pursuing
the Vietcong into the clutches of General
Glap? The truifi, which is beirg ob 2d

*for the American people, is that the Sa gon

government has the alleglance of probably
no morg than 30 percent of the people and

“controls (even in daylight) not much more
_than a quarter of the territory.

“The real and fmmediate probiem in South
Vietnam is to prevent a collapse of a weak
governmient which is losing the civil war.

‘That is the paramount objective of the

‘Johnson-McNamara policy—to prevent a bad
It is
‘certalnly not &’ glorious policy, or even a

“promising oné, and 1t has led high officials
‘of the admlnlllstration into making commit-

menis th d better been Teft

'é help to the Viet Cong can be carried out
only by the U.S. Air Force. The South Viet-
namese Government does not have the
bombers and could not fly them if they had
them in any such enterprise. The enterprize
should never be undertaken unless we are
prepared to have a large war with China.

In his review of foreign policy on Mon-
day, the President was, in effect, saying that
there has been no material change since the
death of President Kennedy. Our relations
with Russta, which took a declded turn for
the hetter between the Cuban crisis and the
test ban treaty, have continued to improve,
slowly, to be sure, but to improve.

On the other hand, in the areas where
President Kennedy had not been succeeding,
things are about as they were. This is true
of Europe, of Asla, and of South America.
There is a pause in Europe and perhaps also
in Latin America. This may be in_part be-
cause new developments have not gone far
enough to show what is going to happen,
in part because of the coming elections—
here and. in Britain and in Chile this year, in
Germany and France and Brazil next year,
There is a pause in the Far East because the
war plans of Messrs. Nixon and GOLDWATER
are unworkable and undesirable, and any
other kind of plan is, as Senator FULBRIGHT
would say, still unthinkable.

This pause permits President Johnson to
devote himself primarily to our too long
postponed and too much neglected intermal
problems.

EXHIBIT 4
[From the New York Times, Apr. 21, 1964]

RUsk SAYs Sal6oN MAY AsSK For NoN-U.S.
MILITARY ADVISERS.
WasHINGTON, April 20—Secretary of State
Dean Rusk sald today that South Vietnam
could use the help of more military ad-
. visers from other countries than the United
States in its war against Communist guer-
rillas,
Mr, Rusk who just ‘returned from an 11-
day trip to Asla, including his frst visit to
South Vietnam, reported on his findings to
Fresident Johnson at the White House this
.evening.
_Afterward, Mr, Rusk sald that several of
.this country’s allies had expressed their will-
ingness to help South Vietham combat the
guerrillas of the Vietnamese Communists, or
_ Vietcong.
~ Mr. Rusk said he did not expect that any
organized military units would be sent to
Vietnam “at this time” to bolster the efforts
of 15,500 U.S. servicemen there.
But he said that Saigon might be asking
. for some military advisers from other coun-
‘tries and could make good use of them, At
present Australia has a 30-man military ad-
visory mission in Vietnam and Britain has
about 10 officers. )
AID OFFERS REPORTED
In the field of economic and technical
agsistance, the Secretary reported that the
Philippines and Nationalist China had of-
- fered to help South Vietnam meet its cur-
rent shortage of fertilizer. South Vietnam
is about to enter its spring planting season.
Mr. Rusk said he had made several recom-
mendations in the political field in his re-
port to the “President, but he declined to -
discuss them in detail,
" He indicated that he had encouraged the

d~Hew Government of Maj. Gen. Nguyen Khanh

to Improve its international image and “in

“EXplathing 1ts sltuation to the rest of the
“wWorla.”
"~“the last 6 months in South Vietnam, he saild,

" this” Government had allowed its diplomacy

During the politiecal upheavals of

to slip.
] Althougﬁ he ack
that the

Tedged on 'his arrival
South Vietnam was
i he thought that Gen-
the right track” and
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fhat the situation had shown “steady im-
provement.”

Present to hear his report at the White
House were Secretary of Defense Robert S.
McNamara, Under Secretary of State George
W. Ball an¢ McGeorge Bundy, the President's
Special Assistant for National Security Af-
Iairs.

PEIPING INTERVENTION DOUETED

In a separate development, another Gov-
ernment officfal said he doubted that Com-
munist China would infervene militarily {f
Bouth Vietnam, with American support, un-
dertook military strikes against North Viet-
nam provided the strikes were limited.

“Red China's sttitude would be of some
reluctance to getting themselves too much
involved,” this official sald. At the same
time, they would scream and yell to try fo
intimidate us and South Vietnam.”

Although some officials have declared that
no such offensive action against North Viet-
nam i3 being contemplated, qualified sources
sald these moves are under study by the
administration.

comments today, one Government
official close to the sjtuation sald the Com-
munist Chinese response would depend on
Peiping's estimate of which South Vietnam
and the United Biates were up to.

If China thought the aim was limited and
directed merely at ending the war in South
Vietnam, rather than taking North Vietnam,
he said, “the chances of their coming into the
war in any major way would seem to be
Jimited.”

ViernaM Ram CostLYy TO REDS

8atcoN, April 20.—Government troops.
counterattacking in Klen Hoa province 50
miles south of Saigon, inflicted heavy losses
on Vietcong guerrillas in one of the war's
most successful operations of the kind
T.8. military officials reported today.

The engagement began before dawn yes-
terday when two companies of Vietcong in-
surgents overran the Huong Hoa Ha outpost
near Ba Trl., The Communists seized as
hostages the wives and children of the mem-
bers of the self-defense corps who manned
the outpost.

The corpsmen regrouped and recaptured
the post In what the Amerlcans called an
“pxcellent counterattack carried out quickly
and efficlently.” Governmenti losses were
listed a8 14 killed and 26 missing. The guer-
rilla losses were estimate as much higher. A
Defense Ministry communique estimated
Vietcong losses at 100 killed and wounded.
TU.8. military advisers counted 16 dead on
the battlefield and sald aerlal reconnaissance
indicated that at least 67 killed or wounded
were carried away by thelir comrades.

Americans sald they were impressed with
the action of the self-defense corpsmen be-
cause it reflected a determination to defend
their homes in one of the most critical parts
of the guerriila-infested Mekong River delta.

In another action, the Vielcong derailed
the Saigon-Hué train for the 10th time in
20 days. The train, moving on one of South
Vietnam's most vital communication links,
was derailed in Phuyen province 250 miles
north of Baigon, midway between Hué and
Saigon.

Vietnamese military authorities said only
two cars were damaged, but trafic was de-
layed for 12 hours.

The US. Army announced the death of
WO David E, Muller of Olney, Ili., who suf-
fered burns 10 days ago In the crash of an
unarmed hellcopter 125 miles south of Sal-
gon. ‘Three other Americans and seven
Vietnamese soldiers were killed In the crash.

The South Vietnamese, meanwhlle, were
reported heartened by Secretary of Btate
Dean Rusk’s pledge that American forces
would remain until the Vietcong forces are
defeated.

Mr. Rusk, who left early today, had warm

-~ .
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praise for the Premier, Maj. Gen. Nguyen

, who selzed power in Jan Mr.
Rusk expressed confidence in aral
Khanh's ability to lead the country to vic-
tory over the Communists

EETCHIKAN, ALABKA,
- March 23, 1984,

Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
U.8. Senale,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SenaTor: You are to be congratulated
for your courageous stand on the South Viet-
nam mess. We can only hope that more and
more of our legislators will eventually see
the light., Maybe then we can finally let
those people In Asia determine their own
destiny without sacrificilng any more of our
Ql's.

Hats off to you, Senator.

Sincerelv,
PHILIP C. HOPPMANN.

MounTt VemnonN, Mo,
March 30, 1964.
Senator GRUENING.
U.S. Senatce,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SekxaToR GQrUENING: Thank you for
having encugh courage to speak out against
this shameful and unnecessary interven:ion
in the war in South Vietnam. * * * It is
quite clear that our support is on the side
of the people’s oppressors. No wonder the
national army of South Vietnam s no‘ in
touch with the people. And no wonder there
is such low morale among Its soldiers and no
wonder s0 many defect to the other side.
They have little desire for killing their own
people to keep cruel and viclous dictators in
power. There i8 no national interest there
tor which our boys should die, and the longer
we stay in this struggle, the closer we come
to the brink of nuclear war and world holo-
caust. Our boys are fighting, not just teich-
ing the South Vietnamese how to fight, That
is why sc many are being killed. ¢ * ¢ If the
South Vietnamese must win their war and
must be closer in touch with the people to
do it, why don't we let them do this? It is
pretty certain that we are hastening the day
for communism to take over, as long as we
continue to support the wrong side. ¥eep
up the good work. You are speaking for
millions of Americans.

Sincerely,
Mr. and Mrs. BTepHEN B. CavmrLey.
BROOKLINE, MASS.,
Maroh 23, 1964.

Deag SENATOR GRUENING: My husband and
I are delighted to read, in the New York
Times of March 21, that you are asking for
the withdrawal of U.8. forces from the fright-
ful war in South Vietnam.

We congratulate you not only for taking
this intelligent poeition, but also for having
the courage to give leadership on this issue
in the Senate. We need more Senators like
you.

Thank you.

Bincerely yours,
ETHEL and BEN ALPER.

BroOKLYN, NY,,

: April 5, 1964.
Benator ERNEST GRUENING.

Drear BrNaTor: We wish {o express our
heartfelt agreement and gratitude for the
expression of your views on our foraign policy
vis-a-vis South Vietnam. We also have long
felt the wrongness of our position In Bouth
Vietnam.

We ought Indeed to withdraw our armed
forces from such gross interference in the
affalrs of other countries; and always sup-
porting reactionary, tyrannical regimes. In
pattern, our forelgn policies have not much

ed from the times In the thirties when
in the name of “anticommunism” we al-

April 21

waye had support to give to “anti-Commu-
niste"” like Mussolinl, Franco, Hitler, etc.,
through loans, direct aid, and appeasement
generally.
Thank you.
Yours truly,
Mr. and Mrs. SAMUEL KAMEN.

Nrw Yorr Crry, N.Y.
Hon. Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SzNnaTOR: You must be congratulated
upon your stand on Vietnam. As a veteran
of the Second World War (WAAC and WAC),
as a woman, a citizen, and also a member
of the Women's International League for
Peace and Freedom, I agree with you.

Please keep up the good fight.

Cordially,
VERNA ALTMAN.

Long IsrLanp, N.Y,,
March 23, 1964.

DrArR SENATOR GRUENING: I was gratified
to read of your outspoken remarks re our
policy on Vietnam. Certainly, the public
must come to realize that we do not belong
there, and that we will no more succeed
there than did the French before us.

We should get out of Vietnam.

Sincerely,
CHARLES ECKSTAT.
Berxiey, MicH.,
April 8, 1964.
Senator GRUENING,
Senate Office Bullding,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SernaToR GRUENING: We were happy
to hear your comments on South Vietnam.
The involvement of our country in this
war 18 a disgrace and cannot be rationally
justified in view of events there. We hope
the United States can successfully withdraw
before it becomes another Korean war.

Yours truly,
LAwWRENCE D. Favro,
RuTa G. Faveo.
Cuicaco, Iy,
March 21, 1964.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Washington, D.C.

HonNorasre Sm: I read your statement re-
cently regarding South Vietnam. I am in
full accord with you.

‘There must be a stop at once of all this
unnecessary bloodshed.

Por God's sake let us pull out our troops
and let South Vietnam settle thelr own dif-
ferences.

Wishing you good health and happiness,
I remalin,

Faithfully yours,
Mrs., Mrrorrp FALK.

P.S. I admire your courage and fortitude
on this issue. Thank you.

Nzw York, N.Y.,
March 23, 1964.

Dear SENATOR GRUENIDNG: Congratulations
on your brave stand on South Vietnam.
Reading the Tlmes on your encounter is
most heartening and makes me feel we at
last have men in the Benate. Can you send
me your speech on the issue?

We must stop this cruel and senseless
war. We must stop all war.

‘Thank you.

Rusin FaLK.
PORTLAND, OREG.,
March 30, 1564.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
U.S. Senate Office Bullding,
Washington, D.C.

Deag SgnaToR GRUENING: I have read with
great interest your recent remarks in Con-
gress with respect to withdrawing military
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“ing“your feelings please permit me, as a

former Alaskan, to commend you for your
position.

For too long a time, U.S. foreign policy
declsions have been in the hands of a small
group of people too well insulated from the
serutiny of the Congress. Much greater ques-
tioning of critical declsions s long overdue.
Our policy in Vietnam is not only irra-
tional, but from the long range viewpoint,

- of doubtful value to the United States, the
Vietnamese, or the world. Such ill-conceived

policies, T belleve, result largely from toco
‘‘dréat - a reribval of the decision making
procesd Irom public participation. If I am
éorrectly interpreting your position in this
matter, let me urge you to join with Senator
MaNsFIELD and others to explore more fully
the possibilities of a neutralist solution to
the southeast Asla question,

From & nostalgic ex-Alaskan, my congratu-
lations for a commendable record in the Sen-
ate. Best wishes for continued success.

Very truly yours, )

i e g/ tnéht. It Is
35 To M that the United States should
f%e soeTtion of supplying the means

‘““,”e’og.nf‘e I

“hot

0 O

on there

A Vietnam to kill one an-
{7 Statements will give
1 CONgreEss to reexamine
for 1 firmly believe the
7 all military aid to Viet-
‘pagetul séttlement to

it
oslt

Rerty,
Harch 21,1964,

1poH §0
hé erid of The Vietnam war, as re~
“{1i"the New York Times of Saturday,
("81 It 1s imperative that indlviduals
{tiohs of atthority “act, a§ youl have.
" the ohly way to prevail over the
““6f those who Wwotild not only
B e -~ biit esealate 18,

RoraND F. GRAY,
PORTLAND, OREG.,
- March 13, 1964.

Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR QGRUENING: Permit a resi-
dent of the “lower 48” to congratulate you
i+ on your calllng for the withdrawal of our
© froops from Bouth Vietnam, as reported by
" The Associated Press today.

~~My husband, child, and I visited your State
- this past summer, and fell in love with if.
o  We look forward to returning for further
travel in its vast reaches as soon as possible.
Because of this I felt a kind of special pride
in reading of your statements in the Senate,
and felt that I must let you know of my sup-
port, along with my support of your col-
Jepgue, our own good Senator MORSE,

* “We—my husband and I—have a great re-

oUf ‘sta

r milliia
Y0¥ Teglslators baséd CHEIT decisIon of every™
la] quéstion primarily on the moral law.
IGARET B, DUNGAN,

--true democracy which we sensed in Alaska,
- and we are happy to note that in your assess-
- ‘ment of the situation in South Vietnam you
. are further expressing these basic demo-
L v ;- cratic beliefs.
"tatorship theré. General Khanh {5 Tttle bet- Sincerely yours,

* fer than hls predecessor, despite out attempt PHOZBE L. FRIEDMAN

" to whitewash him. g e T Mrs. Phoebe L. Friedman.

- /T the Vietnamese people we are the hated RaLPH FRIEDMAN.

_ " forelgners who have come from @cioss the . o
=" BeaBs to kill them an egtroy fthelr homes
.. .and crops and animals e s es s o Hon, ERNEST GRUENING,

his i reall O ’Eﬁi Pr “Senate of the United States,
18 it * "Sennte Office Building,
* “Washington, D.C.

DeaR SENATOR: As an old sourdough from
‘Cordova now Hving in La Jolla I wish to com-
mend you on your stand re Vietnam as quoted
in the enclosed clipping. I am sending this
clipping along to see if you are honestly
‘qlivted, and asking that it be returned for
- my flle.

. Thahking you for dolng a statesmanlike

* “job for Alaska and the United States.

- ~Very slncerely yours,
B R PE TSP A e HOWARD Z DUDLEY

i, .

1.A JoLLA, CALIF., March 21, 1964.

g there, " o
live to rue the day of this vicious

We shall

Please ;ontinug _your opposition to this
. You will firid ‘plenty of suppoit,

‘opportiunity to applaud most heartily your

~'recénit stand, together with Senator MorsE,

- regarding our stupid involvement In Bouth
* Vietnam, than which I cannot imagine any

" “aSininity more calculated to guarantee frus-

“tration and disillusilonment.

© 7 Sincerely,

""P. D. BOOTHROYD

10 :'CIA] ,A‘DPSBBOOZO?,I#MZO»O;I40(553- .
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spect for the strong feelings of freedom and °

. Inspne course as exte

" "METHODIST FEDERATION
FOR SOCIAL ACTION,
Ardsiey, N.Y., April 9, 1964.
DeAR SENATOR GRUENING: We praise your
calling for an end to our hideous, futile,
and meaningless war in South Vietnam.
We hope other Senators will support you.
Sincerely,
LEE H., BALL.
NEWARK, N.J.,
March 21, 1964.
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR GRUENING: I stayed out of
the controversy over Vietnam until I read
the New York Times this morning. Now I
take pen in hand.

I want you to know that I am writing Pres-
ident Johnson and my own Senators (Case
and WiLiiams) urging the modification of
our policy to the point of seeking a multi-
national agreement on a settlement, and that
there be no expansion of the sanguine con-
flict.

The governing regime in Saigon, like its
predecessors, lacks majority popular support;
and no essential American interests are at
stake there. The frightful logic of our re-
maining there leads either to defeat or wil-
ful expansion of the war—which means ulti-
mate final defeat for mankind.

For the true notes you sound, my heart-
felt thanks. -

Respectfully yours,
ROBERT LOWENSTEIN,
Sr. Louis, Mo.,
March 18, 1964.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: I am writing to
volce my wholehearted support of your call
for the United States to get out of South
Vietnam. Our Involvement is utterly ir-
rational and is causing unnecessary bloodshed
on both sides. More power to you,
Sincerely yours,

8oL LONDE.

SanNTa MONICA, CALIF,.
March 26, 1964,
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.
DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: I learned that you

_recently joined the small handful of Sen-

ators who have begun to question the war
and our involvement in South.Vietham and
that you called outright for our -withdrawal
from this unhappy country. I want you to
know how much I appreciate hearing of one
more courageous and sane voice. It is a
relief to know that at least somie of those
who represent us in Washington begin to ad-
vocate a more rational and sensible course
before disaster in South Vietnam takes on
ever more alarming forms (it is alarming
enough as of now). I have also repeatedly
written President Johnson (and before him
President Kennedy) pleading that no such
ne . « 5 3 ending the war into
North Vietnam be followed and that neutral-
ization be negotiated, ahd I have also writ-
ten to my own Senators and to Senator
1 have béen Véry much " dis-

RIGELT.

_ turbéd over this entlre war for many years,
" over the inexcusable way we have treated
the Vietnamese people (or contributed to)

in herding them into strategic hamlets (so-
called), forcing them to leave behind their
possessions, destroying their country with
napsalm bombing and destroying or polson-
ing their soil and plants, and forcing them
to fight a war they don’t want to ight—and
I have been disturbed also over the fact
that our involvement In South Vietnam is

L . "
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in clear viclation of the provisions with
which the Indo-Chinese war was ended.
The only way out, I feel, Is to negotlate to-
gether with the other nations which worked
out the original Geneva agreements neutral-
ization of both parts of Vietnam (and
among the negotiating nations obviously
must be included mainiand China). I feel
with Senator MansrizLD and others that for
us there is no natlonal interest involved in
Vietnam and therefore the sooner we aban-
don this futile, costly, dangerous, and un-
warranted and unjustified enterprise, the
better 1t will be.

Thank you agein for associating yourself
with the few volces of sanity.

Bincerely,
IRMGARD LENEL,
- - Brare CoLLEGE, Pa.,
- March 12, 1964.
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
Washington, D.C.

Dxar Senator GrurNiNg: I think I am not
alone in the growing feeling that we need to
reexamine what we have been doing in Viet-
nam. For this reason, I am sending you the
enclosed edlitorial page from our local news-

per. }

For over 10 years, we have been support-
ing a war in Vietnam. And there is no evi-
dence that the people of Vietnam want us
there, that our enormous ald 1s effective, that
this does anything but e our reputa-
tion in Asia and the rest of the world.

It is my hope that you will support Sena-
tor MANSFIELD and press for an honorable
and peaceful solution.

Bincerely,
’ DoROTHY LeErres,
Mrs. Robert Leeper.,
WINNETEA, ILL,
: - April 2, 1964.

SBenator ERNEST GRUENING,

Senate Office Building,

Washington, D.C.

Dear Bm: I wish to commend you on your
remarks on Vietnam. The people of that
war-torn country are the last ones to be con-
sidered in official discussions of political and
military solutions to the problem. Recent
pictures in newspapers have for the first time
shown the burned bodies of small children
which result from the untenable position tn
which our country finds itself. Those are
our weapons which burn children.

I the CGovernment cannot realize that
bhere again we are on the wrong side of a
struggle—let them at least not threaten to
involve us in a world holocaust by extending

- thelr lllegal interference into another coun-

LA

try: North Vietnam,

I am enclosing a brochure sponsored by
several groups which tries to clarify some of
the issues, :

Again, the thanks of interested citizens are
due you for your courageous stand.

Respectfully yours,
' : LILA LEDERMAN,
VIETNAM: WaR OR Prace?
THIS 15 THE ROAD TO WAR

Expansion of the war, and 1is extension
into North Vietnam could mean:

1. More American soldlers and money in
Vietnam. The 156,000 men we now have thers
will not be enough. The $1,500,000 we now
spend there each day will be greatly in-
creased.

. Benator MaNsriziv has said that the in-
tensification of the war “could involve an
expenditure of American liyes and resources

on a scale that would bear littie relationship

to the Interests of the United States or, In-
deed to the interests of the people of Viet-
nam.”

2. Retallation by the North Vietnam
Army. Their modern fully equipped army
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could drive below the 17th parallel into
South Vietnam.

8. Intervention by China and Russia and
peril of escalation into nuclear war.

John 8, Enight of the Chicago Dally News
saild (March 7} that to carry the war into
North Vietnam and risk sanother Korea
“would surely lead to Chinese intervention
and could precipitate a nuclear war between
the United States and the Soviet Union.”

4. Isolation of the United States from her
allies. Most of our allles do not want an ex-
tension of he Vietnam war, In f{act, most
agree with De Gaulle that North and Scuth
Vietnam should be neutralized and protected
from interference from East and West.

‘Write or wire President Johnson now.

THIS IS THE ROAD TO PRACE

An immediate conference should be calied
of all nations Involved {n the dispute for the
purpose of schieving a settlement.

The Unlited States must work for a peace-
ful solution In South Vietnam, as opposed
to a military solution.

This will eliminate the danger of a nuclear
war and, at the same time, assist an under-
developed country to achieve a decent lfe
for its people.

1t would end the continuing loss of Amer-
ican and Vietnamese lives.

The people of Bouth Vietnam have the

‘right to choose the kind of government they

want.

Chinese domination can bs reslsted bty a
strong, independent Vietnam. Up to the
present time, North Vietnam has retained its
independence.

Therefore, we urge you to write or wire
President Johnson now. Ask for peaceful
solution to Vietnam crisis.

HISTORICAL BACEGROUND OF THX VIETNAK
CRISIS

Vietnam, populated centuries ago by mli-
grants from southern China, won independ-
ence from <China in the 10th century,
fought Chinese domination for 1,000 years.

In 1885 Prance colonized the territory now
known as North and Bouth Vietnam, Laos,
and Cambodla, called Indochina. After 85
years of exploitation, Prance gave Indochina
to Japan without a shot being fired.

During World War II Vietnamese formed
National Liberation Movement called Viet-
minh, now called Vietcong. Vietnamese
freed themselves from forsign domination
briefly in 16456. PFrance attempted to regain
their colony—bloody war ensued until
1964—France defeated—Oeneva Conference
convened.

Geneva Conference decisions:

1. Recognized independence of all Viet-
nam. Bignatory powers were France, Erit-
ain, Canada, India, Russia, ¢t al.

3. Vietnam divided at 17th parallel with
iree elections to be held by 1966 to reunify
country, France was to turn over power to
Vietminh in north and to Emperor Bao Dal
in south.
ma. All forelgn troops to be withdrawn by

58.

United States verbally agreed to Gereva
agregment but intervened in South Vietnam
to help Ngo Dhin Diem form a pro-Western
dictatorship—overthrown in November 1963.

Terror and suffering still stalk this war-
ravaged land. We are now faced with ex-
panding war In Vietnam, or finding peacsful
solutions.

These organizations cooperated {n issuiing
this leaflet:

Chicago Council Emma Lazarus Clubs.

Chicago Women for Peace.

Niles Township Women for Peace.

North Shore Women for Peace.

Rogers Park Committee for s Bane Nuclear

ollcy.

8kokie Liberal Democratic Club.

Bokie Valley Committee for a Sane Nu-
clear Policy.

P

April 21

BrOOKILINE, Mass,
March 23, 1964.
 Dzar SpNATOR GRUENING: My husband and
I are delighted to read (in the New York
Times of March 21) that you are asking for
the withdrawal of U.8. forces from the fright-
tul war in South Vietnam.,

We congratulate you not only for taking
this Inteiligent position, but slso for having
the courage to give leadership on this issue
in the SBenate. We need more Senators like
you.

Thank you.

8incerely yours,
ErugL and BEN ALPER.
WESLEYAN UNIVERSITY,
Middletown, Conn., March 21, 1964.

Dxag SrvaToR GRUENING: May I express my
agreement with your words on Vietnam as
reported in the New York Times of today.
I pot only regret the loss of the lives of
Americans killed, but alsc of Vietnamese
peasant families burned by napalm bombs,
etc. The French feared that Algeria would
become Communist if the Prench ceased
to fight.. Algeria {5 not Communist and
Prench prestige has grown after thelr “aban-
donment” of Algeria.

8inoerely yours,
Hang KOHN.

Dgaz SrNaTor: Please accept my sincere
thanks for your very fine speech critielsing
our interference in the Internal affairs of
South Vietnam.

It seerns obvious to me that the puppet
governments of South Vietnam have no sup-
port from the people in that country, in their
fght against the Vietcong. :

The French have tried It for B years and
were fnglly defeated with the debacle at
Dienbienphu,

It is time we reappraised our foreign policy
vis-a-vis southeast Asia. where the people are
on the move to remove thelr discredited and
bankrupt puppets and set up a democratic
form of government.

Thanking you egaln for your very flne
effort in bringing our boys home 7,000 miles
from our shores in a futile furtive frustrat-
ing war.

Iremain.

Bincerely yours,
HERMAN KATZEN.
REseEDA, CaLrr.,
March 24, 1964.
Senator ErNEST GRUENING.

Drar Smm: Pleass add my name to the list
of those who urge that America withdraw
her troops from Vietnam now.

Most sincerely,
Purrris P. HERNBERGER.
Nzw Yorx, N.Y.,
March 29, 1964.

Dear Senator: I am heartfly in accord
with your view that we should get out of
South Vietnam. It is indeed their war and
not ours. We have no business fighting the
cold war on their territory and it is quite
obvious that there i3 no will or Incentive to
fight,

Thank you and keep up your courageous
stand.

Bincerely,
Paura KLINGHOFFER.

Forest Hors, N.Y,,
March 25, 1964.
Senator GRUENING,
U.8. Senate,
Washingion, D.C.

Drar SenaTOoR GRUENING: I am writing to
let you know that you have our support on
your stand on Vietnam. We have no right
to send your boys to be killed. Let the
people there decide what kind of government
they want. Let's use the billions of dollars
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spent in Vietnam 0 ‘better the condltions
y 1¢

70 BOARDING SCHOOL,
.\ Tonalea, Ariz., March 31, 1964.
Hon Senator ERNEST GRUE‘N‘ING
U.S8. Senate, o :
Washington, D.C. '
DEap SENATOR: W& read with much inter-
est your flery and timely speech which you
deliveréd in the U.S. ‘Senate on March 13,
1064. We admire your courage in coming
out publicly to inform the people of this
country dbout our inevitable futile cause in
South Vietnam. ~
We ' wholeheartedly ‘support you ahd we
know many of our fellow Amerlcans share
your convictions, that the fight in South
Vietnam can be won only by Vietnamese

themselves, They need to make greater sac-

rifices and assume broader responsibility in
a struggle that 1s legitimately theirs, We
further agrée that this is a fight that is not
our fight and we need to get our young men
out of South Vietnam before inore young
Ameérican lives are lost.
" We do hope that President Johnson ‘will
give the crucial situation in South Vietham
his iminedigte attention. Many parents are
looking to him to take the necessary action
that will bring our boys back to this country.
We share ‘with other “parefits much anxiéty

and concern byer the safety of thelr sons

who are assigned to military duty in South
Vietnam, Qur youngest son, Archle, is serv-
ing in a helicopter unit.
shrapnel 'in the face last December and,
thank God, 1t was not too serious. He did
not want €o us to know that he ame close
to getting Xilled; we learnéd aboui’it from
a letter he wrote recently to ‘Lis brother.
We worry about him constantly, -

It 1s most gratifying to krnow that a fellow
Alasksn and a great ('}ongressman "has tfne
courage and who feels it his duty to ‘ex-
" pound on the southeast Agia issue, urging
our Congressmen to take a hard look at our
position in South Vietnam. We agree, let
us supply them with arms but not our men.
Our troops should be withdrawn imme-
diately.

We wish you much success ‘in your great
fight to save our young men from risking
their lives in a country so reluctant to fight
1ts own fight.

Sincerely yours,
JosEPH M, KAHKLEN,
VIVIAN M. KAHKLEN
BALTIMORE, Mn,
March 21, 1964.
Senator ERNEST (GRUENING,
Democrat jrom Alaska, Senate Office Build-
ing, Washington, D.C.

DeaR SENATOR: Allow me 10 say that I am
in-full agleement with ‘your analysis of the
U.s. position in Vietnam. I think 1t would
be a good thing if your recent Senate speech

on. the matter could get as wide circulation

a8 possible.  In this regard could forward to
me coples for distribution In Baltimore, I
believe I gould make use of 500 copies,
which I would mail out from here. I would
be glad to stand the cost’ of the “mailing
myself. .

Very truly yours,

HERMAN 1VL HEYN

‘DEAR SENATOR GBUENING 1 want to ‘tell’

you how completely I agree with yolr re-
marks about our. policy in South’ Vietnam,
as reported yesterday in the New York Times.

The sooner we get out of there the better.
And if 1t falls to the Communists, they

themselves are at war with one another, and

T

fLLA K_APLOW.
Lot

Hon. EENEST GRUENIN‘G,

Hé was hit by’

in any case, T simply cannot believe the loss
would have any great effect on the United
States.
Keep fighting.
~Singerely yours,
WarLTeR E, HOUGHTON‘,
Hart Professor of Englzsh.
DELAWANNA CLiFTON, N.J,,
March 21, 1964,

U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: It was not until
today, when I read in the New York Times
about your speech on March 10, that I be-
came aware of your criticlsms of adminis-
tration policy in Vietnam.

‘T want to thank you for your forthright
denunciation of the bloodletting in Viet-
nam. For a long time it has seemed as if

‘everyone in Washington was resigned to our

sliding helplessly into a deeper and deeper
comimitment to war. Senator MANSFIELD was
an exception—Ilast month he spoke out with

“great courage and pointed out that any moral

obligation we may have to defend the previ-

“oug goveriment In South Vietnam does not

réquire us to shed American blood in de-
fense of General Khanh who overthrew it
end jalled its leaders—but it was disheart-

“ening to see” how little support he recelved

from his colleagues.

" " * * *

For that reason I am especlally grateful for
your warning egainst sacrificing American
lives in a country on the other side of the
world, that we cannot hold indefinitely any

. more than the Communilsts can hold Cuba,

You deserve the gratitude of the thousands
of men whose llves may be lost if your ad-
vice 1s disregarded, and of their families.

» & » . X [ ]

Sincerely yours,
. T. S. HOLMAN.

SILVER SPRING, MD.,
March 16, 1964.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senator from Alaska,

- Benate Office Building, Washington, D.C,

Dear Sir: Congratulations on your wise
and needed speech on Vietnam. It is badly
needed, a discussion of what we are doing
and why, in Vietnam.

1 agree entlrely that we ought to stop
trying to impose our will and way on people

-obviously unwilling to accept it.

Sincerely,
H. Davip HAMMOND, Ph, D
‘Kansas Crry, Mo.
DeAR SENATOR GRUENING: I just read of
your speech of March 10, 1864, and I want
to say that I support your dissent on the
United States-Vietnam policy.
Yours truly,

RicHArD B, Hiny, Jr.

UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA,
DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMICS,
. March 21, 1964,
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Sm: I have just read your Senate remarks
on U.S. _policy in Vietnam (delivered March
10). Even though I am not one of your
constituents, I went to éxpress my admira-
tion” and appreclation for your stand. In

- 'these days of cover stories and blind policies

pushed in the name of anticommunism, your
remarks give hope to_those who are striving
for peace, and for a return to a. ratignal
foreign policy.
Please keep up the good work.,
Sincerely, ) i
) RicHARDB. DU BOYF,

7
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CoLorRADO SPRINGS, COLO.,
April 6, 1964.
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING, .
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DeAR Mg, GRUENING: Even though I am
not one of your constituents, I should like
to let you know that I support your stand on
the question of Vietnam. R

I have followed with no small degree of
interest the rather tragic developments in
South Vietnam, and come to the conclusion
that the withdrawal of U.S. milltary forces
from South Vietnam 1s the best course of
action we can take there. All are deplorable:
The indiscriminate bombing of native vil-
lages, the great number of deaths of Viet-
namese and Americans, the utterly stupend-
ous amount of money wasted on this futile
war. operation. And its not over yet!

.Some people tell us this year can be won.
I should like to know just exactly on what
these people base these optimistic predic-
tions. I do not think there is anything to
conflrm such opinlons.

I commend you for your reasoned, just
and courageous stand. Thank you.

) Sincerely,
JoHN M. HYDER.

. WasHINGTON, D.C,,
April 5, 1964.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,

~Senate Office Building,

Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: Congratula,tions
on your splendid and courageous stand in
favor of U.S. withdrawal from military in-
volvement in South Vietnam. You deserve
the gratitude of all people in this country
who are hoping, working, and praying that
peace on earth can be-achieved.

Sincerely yours,
Mrs. CATHERINE R. HARRIS,

ANN ARBOR, MicH.,

April 4, 1964,
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,

Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR GRUENING: AS a mother, as
a housewife, and as a Christian, I protest our
military involvement in Vietnam, As a
mother because I do not want our sons to take
part In senseless slaughter nor be the victims
of native vengeance—as a budget-minded
housewife because the U.S.A. cannot police
the whole world by itself without golng
broke—and as a Christian because it is hypo-
critical to preach universal brotherhood when
we are willing to accept as brothers omnly
those who are politicaily amenable.

I write to you because I understand that
you are one of the few men in public life
courageous enough to call for a withdrawal
of the American troops who are engaged in
an undeclared war in Vietnam. What, may
I ask, is the function of the United Nations
if mnot to settle international d isputes
such as this? The millions of dollars which
we are pouring out for weapons could be

“better spent in President Johnson’s war on

poverty right here at home. . And If we are

° golng to spend money on foreign ald, let it

be for plowshares, not napalm bombs.
Sincerely,
’ Mrs. Hu¢HE HENSHAW.
P.S.—Another use for military savings
would be help for disaster victims such as
those in your own home State.

BALTIMORE, Mbp.,
April 3, 1964,
Senator GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,

- _ Washington, D.C.

DEear Sir: My wife and I are so happy to

- hea; that we do have Bsome Senators in our
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Congress who do have good Ilevelheaded
judgment In a plan to stop this needless
killing in South Vietnam.

This present civil war is possible to start a

huge world war. Most every human belng
is in favor of world peace. This present
action of burning and bombing is only re-
tarding the people to enjoy better living.
. Qur country would do much better to
work and fight disease, river floods and pos-
sible earthquakes—plus civil rights here at
home.

Forelgn ald entanglements will retard our
national welfare and has already caused
much hatred toward the US.A,

We congratulate you, Senator, on your
wonderful courage.

Sincerely yours.
Prreo and KIRSTEN HALLENGREN.

. PHILADELPHIA, Pa,,
March 23, 1964.
Senator GRUENING,
U.S. Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DeAR SENATOR GRUEINING: I want you to
know that, as a young mother very much wor-
ried about the possible outgrowths of the war
in Vietnam, I appreciate deeply your cour-
&ge for ralsing the question of withdrawal of
our forces. For so long it has seemed that
the only question has been, How shall we
win this war at all costs? With no one will-
ing to consider whether we should be there
&t all or not.

I believe the United States could, by no-
sirings economic ald to developing Asian
countries, maintain both its prestige and
influence in the area. In fact, the undevel-
oped countries would, I believe, think better
of us for ending this bloody war than pur-
suing it.

’ Sincerely,
Mrs. JUNE 8. ACKERMAN.
FarEPoRT, MAINE,
. March 23, 1964.
Benator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Cffice Building,~
Washington, D.C.

DeEaR BENATOR GRUENING: Warmest con-
gratulations on your denunciation.of the war
in Bouth Vietnam. Even if we were winning
the war, we would have no business there.
It i1s a folly, a delusion, and a acandal com-
pounded dally. Yet only you, your colleague
Irom Alaska, and Benator Mossk have had
the courage and wisdom to speak out. What
fatal passivity, what deadly apathy has be-
fallen the American people to tolerate this
outrage.

I am enclosing a plece I did for the Bruns-
wick (Maine) Record on this subject. With
best regards and profoundest thanks.

Bincerely,
Davio L. GRaBAM.
[From the Brunswick (Maine) Record, Mar.
18, 1964]
ON TRE CONTRARY
(By David L. Graham)

If wishes were horses, beggars might ride.
For more than 2 years we in the west have
been riding the fulfiilment of our fondest
wish—dlssension in the Communist camp.
The wish was born of the cold war's long
and, at times, nerve-racking ordeal. The
Buez crisls, the Berlin crisls, the Cuban
crisis—each has darkened our skies with the
thunderhead of war, total destruction one
lightning flash away. Accordingly, if there
was one event we could have wished for, that
event was a spiit between our enemies, Russia
and Red China. The split developed and
the Imminence of war has abated as the split
has deepened. .

BACK TO THE BRINK

But now comes the Johnson administra-
tlon with Its talk of invading Communist
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North Vietnam and threatens to toss aside
our greatest gain in the cold war. For what
could be more likely to reunlite Russia and
Red China than an American assault on their
Aslatic protege, North Vietnam? China
would come in automatically, even as the
United States would respond to an invasion
of Mexico, and Russia would have to come
In or forfeit forever her leadership in the
Communlst world.

INCORRIGIBLE OPTIMISM

Once again Becretary of Defense McNamara
bas returned from South Vietnam, grim but
optimistie, prophesylng eventual victory for
General Khanh's forces and recommending
increased American aid. PFifty million dol-
lars is the immediate prescription—in addi-
tion. of course, to the $1% million dally in-
Jection of American funds.- This is Mr.
McNamara's fourth visit to South Vietnam
and the third Vietnamese lender he has urged
us to put our money on. -

And we mean money. Roughly $5 blllion
in American money has gone to fight the
Communist guerrillas in S8outh Vietnam and
the administration speaks daringly of spend-
ing one-half billion dollars to fight poverty
in the United States. We donated $2 bil-
lion to the doomed French effort in the area,
and since 1954 we ourselves have squandered
$3 blllion there.

Bo how are things today, $& billion later?
Of all Prance's Aslan empire, only South
Vietnam, we have to say, remains in friendly
hands, partially in friendly hands. Whole
sections of South Vietnam, particulariy in
the fertile Mekong delta, are under the con-
trol of the Communist guerrillas. Hence the
irony of the slogan “We want to march
north,” with which General Khanh's Viet-
namese feted Becretary McNemara. In 10
years of fighting, the armles we support have
been unable to clean up their own country.
In fact, the situation has never been worse.
As 200,000 Prench soldiers learned from thelr
9 years of defeats, Vietnam is & quicksand for
money and a gquicksand for men.

ELECTION COMING UP

During the last 6 months two South Viet-
nam regimes have caved in under the weight,
80 to speak, of American support. Secretary
McNamara's faith in his third man, General
Khanh, who has climbed out of the wreck-
ages of both previous pegimes, seems there-
fore, oddly optimistic. Is the administra-
tion letting this futile war drag on because
it 1s fearful of ordering a withdrawal until
after the November elections?

With our characteristic disinclination to
face unpleasant realities, we have shut our
eyes to the basic facts of the war, namely:
(1) that we can settle nothing in this part
of the workl without Red China's consent—
symboltc of our willful blindneéss is our re-
fusal even to recognize Red China; and (2)
that the people of Bouth Vietnam have no
heart for this fight. The Communlst guer-
rillas could not survive Iif they were not,

. in large part, able to move as freely among

the Vietnamese peasanta as fish In water,
These peasants we have rounded up In con.
centration camps (politely called “fortified
villages”) and we have bombed them with
fire bomba, but still they don’t like us.
8inking into this morass deeper and
deeper, we &re too proud to admit our biunder
and withdraw. For reasons of his own, De
Gaulle has thrown us a lfe-preserver by
urging the neutralization of Vietnam. This

we have angrily repulsed. Neutralization™ ©-5-

would, of oourse, be dificult; its success
doubtful, But our present policy holds out
no hope whatever. Come home, McNamara.
What i{s an American Secretary of Defense
doing sc far from Washington? That the
defense of tBe United States beging in Asia
we cannot belleve.

April 21

AusTIin, TEx.,
; March 28, 1964.
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
Senator from the Great State of Alaska,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DearR SENaATOR: My heartfelt congratula-
tions I offer you for your courageous, wise,
forthright stand en our peril in Sputh Viet-
nam. I am confident this Nation made a
grave mistake when we involved ourselves
with Asian mainland dictators. This admin-
Istration should openly admit our ghastly
mistake and pull out lock, stock, and barrel.
We can’'t win. Three billions and more of
U.8. taxpayers’ dollars have gone down the
drain. Many American boys have needlessly,
senselessly sacrificed thelr lives. And stiil
Johnson says he is sending in more soldiers—
more. deadly arms. We've accomplished
nothing so far. We can very well be guilty
of provoking an all-out nuclear war. It's
unthinkable,

Alaska and the Nation are proud of you
Benator. Your stature is unimpeachable.
We've overburdened with politiclans. We
sorely need statesmen in this deeply trou-
bled, apprehensive, imperilled Nation. I
have a very low opinion of the military in
general. We have high moral standards, for
example, our military won't use atomic weap-
ons on the clvillan populace or Vietcong.
Instead we use the next best weapon napalm.
We burn up alive whole villages of old men,
women, the sick, little children with this
liquid gasoline. Savagery is overtaking man-
kind. Nuclear war through vast conflagra-
tions and polsons can very well devastate
this fair earth we love and iiterally anni-
hilate mankind. We fear. We hope. We
pray. These monstrous evil sinister stock-
piles of nuclear instruments of death we
must destroy lest we ourselves dle. It's al-
most midnight. Our security is gone. Keep
up the good work, Senator. God knows we
need you.

8incerely,
M. A. GREEN.
8cHENECTADY, N.Y.,
March 22, 1964.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Washington, D.C.

Dzag SeNaTor: May I write to congratulate
you on your fine statements you have made
in opposition to the stepping up of the as-
slstance our administration i8 making to-
wards the war in Bouth Vietnam? It is a
truly dangerous policy if we wish to work
out any peace in that part of the world.

Very truly yours,
M. G. CoFrFIN.
BrookrYN, N.Y.,
. March 21, 1964.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: I and all my fam-
ily want toc congratulate you on your stand
against insanity In Vietnam. It's good to
know that some of our representatives have
the guts and moral fortitude to stand against
the pack. We offer you our sympathy our
support and best wishes_

8incerely yours,
P M. Corow.
ANN ARBOR, MICH.,
March 21, 1964.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
U.8. Senate.

DearR Sm: I have been following with in-
terest and hope your several speeches on the
involvement in Vietnam. Let me
say right off that your enlightened vilews
are a welcome rellef to the distorted and
Jingoistic interpretations that Rusk and all
too many others have placed on events there
and the US. role in them.

History, unless it Is written by Americans
of a certain mental cast, will not lock with
kindness and moral forbearance upon the
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present period of Amerlcan foreign policy,

nor in parti¢ulaf, the brutal and unjustified -

war 1t is waging a,gainst an éssentially indig-
enous popular movehiént which is com-
paratively unarmeéd and defenseless in the
face of U.S. military might.

1 only wish that I'could translate my ap--

preciation of your ‘stand into an active sup-
port for you, or ather Senators who are of
like minds 6n this matter. "I am, however,
a Canadian and after several years “of study
in the United States am returning to Canada
and to an academic posltion at the University
of Manitoba, ' In going back it will be with
the distinct. impression that it could have
been Canada and not Vietnam.

Second to that wish I would like to be able
to report “that’ there exlsts widespréad Sup-
port for your views here at the University
qf Michigan. There are, Indeed, some who
are reasonably knowledgeabie about the so-
clal and political conditions 1n South Viet-

nam, and who consequently recognize the va- '

lidity of your positlon. The Ann Arbor
Women for Peace ls such an organization
which does share your concern. - But I find
most Americans, either within of without
the academic commumty, to be pitifully in-
. formed about the war there and immune in
" thelr convictlon that the United States is al-
ways right
Let mie say in closing that I welcomed
above all your statements in which you
squarely accepted that the consequences of
an American withdrawal would probably be
the formation of a new Communist state.
Indeed, thelr administrative apparatus has
been functioning in the countryside for years.
For a liberal to do less would be to fall vie-
tim to the embarrassing charges of being na-
ive and defeatist. Some time someéone will
have to bring home to the American elec-
torate that mnot every revolutionary move-
ment which gets labeled Communist is in-
trinsically evil and that a threat to Amieri-

can security does tiot exist in every corner of -

the world.

Again, let me convey my appreciation for'

your efforts and my hopés for their success.
Sincerely,
g ] _GranT CosBY.
; ; MagrcH 22, 1964.
BSenator ERNEST GRUENING, i
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drsr SENATOR GRUENING: I am glad to see
that at least one Senator is aware of the
wasteful situation in South Vietnam. I hope
that you and your colleagues will also take
note of other areas in the world thaf aré In
the very same situation.

. You have pointed out the case In South
Vietnam and Cambodia, among other Asfatic
countrles, now what is to be done about it?
Will it take many more wastéful years be-
fore our aid is reduced or better adminis-
Jered? ' How long’ does it ta.ke 1t
facts to sink into’the heads .of olir iea ?
We seem t0 be afrald of what these tiny
countries will thfnk or say about us, not the
dmmediate damage being done, such as the
100- -plus dead American men ln ﬁouth Viet-
nam,

Prompt and ﬂrm action is needeg ‘Please
do your best,

Ehncerely yours,
\ . . LAWRENCEJ BA_R}STOW

—

/
- PRINCETON, N. J

.. March 18, 196‘4 i
DEAR SENATOR GRTJENING ‘We gpplaud your
statement concerning Vietnam, and the
urgent need to get us out as soon as possible.
Please keep up the’ courageous work, and
try to encourage others to speak out on this

outrageous war,

Sinoerely, )
/7 . M3s. LOVISE BRILLINGS.

rs
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LAKE SIDE, CALIF, )
March 23, 1964.
Desr SiR: Bring our troops home Irom
South Vietnam at once.
End the persecution and concentration
camps.
" Encourage the assistance of the United
Nations to supervise free elections,
Yours truly,
LIiLtIAN ALLEN.

NoRTHAMPTON, Mass.,
March 21, 1964.

" Desr SENATOR GRUENING: I was dehghted
with the courageous position you've assumed
toward American intervention in South
Vietnam. When will we learn that what is

good for the United States is not necessarily’

good for the world? War is something
hideous and men dying can certainly not be
Justified in this context of affairs.
Yours,
PAUL AARON.

BrookLYN, N.Y.,
" "March 13, 1964.
Hon. ErRNEST GRUENING, '
Senate Office Building, ’
‘Washington, D.C.

DEear Mr. SEnaTor: I support your stand
in regard to South Vietham. I would go
even further and urge immediate negotia-
tions looking toward peace. Further help to
Khanh and his gang will lead toward esca-
lation of the war and danger of its involving
North Vietnam and even China,.

I am writing Senator Mogrse congratulat-
ing him on his joining forces with you in
efforts to stop this criminal adventure of
ours. o ) S

Respectfully yours,
“Mox BRAGIN.

Mr. MORSE subsequently said: Mr.

President I rise once again to commend
the Senator from Alaska [Mr. GRUENING]
for his, courage, foresight, and states-
manship in opposing McNamara’s war in
South Vietnam. Once again he has

. pointed out that unilateral American
-military action in South Vietnam is not

Justified.

I am greatly disappointed in two state-
ments of the President of the United
States in recent hours. One statement
he made yesterday to the editors in New
York on the war in South Vietnam when
he said:

The situation In Vietnam is difficult, but
there is an old Amerlcan saying that when
the going gets tough, the tough get golng.

I do not think that is very good im-
agery to present to the world as the
image of the United States. I continue
the quotation:

Let no one doubt that we ave in this battle
as long as South Vietnam wants our support
and needs our assistance to protect 1ts
freedom.

* What freedom is there in South Viet-
nam which is involved in the civil war?
We are supporting a military tyrant-—a
military fascist—who is denhying freedom
to the people of South Vietnam. Both
sides in the civil war are totalitarian.
One is the military fascist, the other
Communist. 'Therefore, both are police
states opposed to human rights.

I say to my President that I believe the
tough position for the United States to
take is to ask the United Nations to come
in and organizé a peacekeeping corps in
South Vietnam under the charter. I say
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most respectfully to ‘my President tha,t
we ought to stay within the charter of
the United Nations, U.S. action in South
Vietnam is outside the charter. We shall
hear about being outside the charter, in
my judgment, from a good many quarters
of the world in the months ahead.

So I plead with my President again to
take our country back inside the provi-
sions of the United Nations charter and
ask the United Nations to come in and
maintain the peace in South Vietnam.
We are cooperating with the United Na-
tions in such a program in the Congo, in -
the Middle East, and in Cyprus. We
have a duty to do so under the United
Nations charter. I repeat again on the
floor of the Senate that the United States
of America in South Vietnam is acting
outside the charter of the United Na-
tions. I regret very much that my Pres-
ident took the position that he took in
New York yesterday on South Vietnam.

Mr, President, I think the Ametican
people are entitled to know what is un-
derway in regard to any expansion of the
war against another country, namely,
North Vietnam. -This morning Drew
Pearson had a very disturbing column
on the danger of extending the war into
North Vietnam, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it be inserted in the RECORD
at this point.

. There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be pr; inted in the RECORD,
as follows:

LODGE “BOMBSHELL” SEEN PLANNED
(By Drew Pearson)

Reports from Saigon indicate that Ambas-
sador Henry Cabot Lodge may be preparing
to disassociate himself from the South Viet-
namese policies of the Johnson administra-
tion.

There is also a report that Lodge may do
s0 in the same spectacular manner in which
Gen, Douglas MacArthur courted rémoval by
President Truman—namely, & showdown over
U.S. bombing of Chinese Communist terri-
tory.

/'the blueblood Bostonian is not unmaware
of the Republican fire he is drawing for serv-
ing a Democratic administration in this
Asian hotspot.

Indeed, the reliable Louis I-Iarris survey
which shows Lodge far out in front in the
Oregort presidential primary, also registers

- gtrong criticism of his role in South Vietnam.
An overwhelming 84 percent of the Repub-
lican voters, though they liked IL.odge, held
~ him partly responsible for Vietnam.

Lodge has made clear to his backers that he
has no intention of passing up the oppor-
tunity to become President. He has told
them that 1t not only was his duty to accept.
the call, but that he consulted with top Re-
publicans before accepting the ambassador—
ship.

» One who agreed he couldn’t turn it down,
according to Lodge, was former President
Eisenhower,

Far more significant, however, are hints
that Lodge may be planning a dramatic
break with the Johnson administration over
South Vietnam. ‘

The Ambassador has written a private let-
ter to his old friend, former Speaker Joe
Martin, of Massachusetts, telling of his de-
sire to carry the war into North Vietnam.

It was precisely such a letter over a decade
ago that stirred up the great controversy
over expanding the Korean war into Man-
churia. The circumstances are startlingly
similar .
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At that time Gen. Douglas MacArthur
wrote to the same Joe Martin, complaining
about President Truman's failure to carry
the war into Manchuria, The letter was re-
leaged; Truman flred MacArthur; the gen-
eral came home in a blaze of publicity.

It may be that the Ambassador, an im-
pressive If less spectacular than MacArthur,
had this episode in mind when he wrote to
Martin, )

‘Will history repeat itself?

(Note~Though maintaining a discreet
diplomatic Bllence, Lodge bas also taken
issue with the Johnson administration over
the prohibition against U.8. helicopters fly-
Ing closer than 3 mliles to Cambodia. Red
guerrillas have the hablit of hitting targets
in South Vietnam, then running for cover
iInto Cambodia. Lodge has argued that heli-
copters should be permitted to pursue them
all the way to the border.)

ACHESON AND MAC ARTHUR

Former Secretary of State Dean Acheson,
his memory pricked by the renewed con-
troversy over Gen. Douglas MacArthur, has
told friends about the reaction Inside Presi-
dent Truman's Cabinet the day after Mac-
Arthur was fired.

The headlines were aflame with the news
of the great hero's sacking, and public in-

. dignation was bursting over Mr. Truman's
head. '

He strode Into the Cablnet meeting and,
without formality, brought up what was on
everyone's mind. .

“Well,” he demanded, “what do you think
of 1t

Truman turned first to his Becretary of
.Btate and asked for Acheson's comment.

*“I am reminded,” sald Acheson, “of the
story of the Army couple who brought up a
beautiful daughter In a succession of Army
camps. Bhe was always surrounded by
soldier boys who swarmed about her like
bees around honey.

“Her parents naturally were concerned
about her In such an environment. One day,
when the husband returned from his dutles,
he was greeted at the gate by his distressed
wife who announced that their daughter
was pregnant.

“The man reached into hils pocket, pulled
a handkerchief, wiped his brow, and sald,
"Thank God that's over.’

*“That,” sald Acheson, “is how I feel about
the firing of MacArthur.”

JITTERY CONGRESSMAN

Miikr KmmwaN, the Ohio Democrat who has
pushed his congressional colleagues around
for a long time, has started pushing his
chief opponent around in Youngstown. The
77-year-old KirwAN seems s0 worried about
his reelectlon that his henchman recently
barred KiewaN’s opponent from & dinner
honoring Msgr. Joseph Koch.

When Robert Hagan, chalrman of the
Trumbull County Commissioners, who is
running against KirwaN, turned up at the
dinner he was blocked at the door and told
he couldn't come in.

‘“You're not wanted here. Here's your
money back,” sald big hulking Al Shipka,
who works for the United Steel Workers
District 26, whose boss, James Griffen, is
KIirwaN’'s NG. 1 backer.

"“But I was invited by the guest of hon-
or,” protested Hagan.

“He didn‘t mention it,” replied Shipka,
‘'you'd better go before there’s trouble.”

Rathep than cause trouble, Hagan de-
parted.

Mr. MORSE. Also Mr. Lippmann is
quite right in the column he wrote this
morning which was referred to by the
Benator from Alaska and inserted in the
REecorp by him.

I close by commenting on the second
statement of the President, which I

~ 7
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deeply regret. It is the statement,
which appeared in the press this morn-
ing, in which he clearly Implies that if
he does not get the foreign aid bill in
the amount he wants, he will send to
Congress a supplemental request. Of
course, that clearly implies that he will
see to it that the amount he does receive
is spent before the fiscal year is over,
and then ask for a supplemental amount.
He has the clear power and righsé to
do that if he wants to. I question his
wisdom in trying to do it.

As I said at the public hearing of the
Foreign Relations Committee this morn-
ing, I regret that statement, because if
the President that is the way to
establish a spirit of cooperation between
the two ends of Pennsylvania Avenue, he
could not be more wrong. In my judg-
ment, when Congress is through exercis-
Ing its right, under the separation of
powers doctrine, to check the Executive
in referenee to the amount of money that
should be appropriated for foreign ald in
& given fiscal year, it is the clear obliga-
tion of the President to cut his spending
accordingly, and not spend himself into
& deficit.

As I announced in the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee this morning, if that is
the strategy the President wants to
adopt, I will be more opposed to a sup-
plemental request than I am to the aid
bill which is pending. I am doing my
best in the Foreign Relations Committee
to see if & common ground cannot be
reached for a foreign aid bill that can
be justified on the facts. In my judg-
ment the request of the President for
$3.4 billion cannot be justified on the
facts. I shall continue to draw out the
facts from AID, the State Department,
and the Pentagon, so the American people
can form a judgment as te what the final
amount should be. I think it probably
should be in the meighborhood of $2.5
billfon.

I hope we shall not hear any more
suggestions that if we do not give the
President what he wants, he will ask for
a supplemental amount, which clearly
implies tc me that he will spend himself
into a deficit and then ask for more
money. That is not the way to encour-
age teamwork on the part of Congress.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
further morning business?

———————

VISIT OF FORMER PRESIDENT BET-
ANCOURT OF VENEZUELA

Mr. HUMPHREY. M. President, it is
A great privilege to welcome to the Sen-
atetoday one of the great champions of
freedom, constitutional government, so-
clal justice, and economic progress in
this hemisphere, former President Rom-
ulo Betancowrt, of Venezuela, Iam priv-
fleged today to be host at a luncheon at
the Senate Foreign Relations Commit-
tee for President Betancourt.

Less than 6 weeks ago & new govern-
ment was inaugurated in Venezuela,
headed by President Raul Leoni. Pres-
ident Leoni is the first constitutional
President in Venezuelan history to suc-
ceed another constitutional President.
He was chosen in & free election in De-
cember, an election held despite contin-
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uous viclent harassment by Communist
and Castroite groups. His victory, to-
gether with the impressive showing of
COPEI, the partner of Action Demo-
cratic in the Betancourt coalition, is as-
surance that Venezuela will continue the
same enlightened progressive domestic
policy and pro-Western foreign policy
that characterized the Betancourt gov-
ernment.

The successful peaceful transition
from one freely chosert government to
another is & triumph for the principles
underlying the Alliance for Progress, a
triumph for the American policy in Latin
America. No one would have been more
pleased to witness this triumph of Venez-
uelan democracy than our late President
John F. Kennedy. And no one is more
responsible for this triumph than the
man we have chosen to honor today,
President Betancourt.

The election was a triumph because it
showed that the people of a wealthy, rap-
idly developing country like Veneuela
support the political parties whose pro-
grams and objectives are virtually iden-
tical to the aims of the Alliance for Prog-
Tess.

President Betancourt’s government
was rightly considered a model to be
copied by other members of the Alllance
for Progress. Although each ZLatin
American Republic is unique in many re-
spects and must be considered according-
ly, the Betancourt record illustrates cer-
tain truths of general applicability—
which should be heeded by all members
of the Alliance for Progress, inecluding
the United States.

President Betancourt’s record merits
emulation because it reveals a profound
understanding of the political, social, and
economic problems of the hemisphere
that the Allience for Progress was de-
signed to solve. This profound under-
standing included three principal facets:
. Pirst. A clear perception of the revo-
lutionary fervor sweeping the continent
resulting from the perpetuation of shock~
ing social and economic injustice.

Second. An appreciation of the neces-
sity for economic and social progress to
be achleved within a framework of dem-

“ocratie constitutional government.

Third. A correct assessment of the na-
ture of the Communist threat in the
Western Hemisphere.

Several years before President Ken-
nedy launched the Alliance for Progress,
the Betancourt government had already
begun to grapple with the problem of
widespread poverty of the many amidst
the opulence of the few, It had already
initlated programs designed to accelerate
the economic development of Venezuela
and to spread the benefits of this eco~
nomic development to the masses of the
people.

The Betancourt government, which in-
cluded both his own Accion Democratica
Party and the Social Christian Party—
CQPEI-—did not solve all the social and
economic problems of Venezuela—nor
will its successor. But it did in many
ways illustrate the validity of President
Kennedy's understanding of the Alliance
for Progress. President Kennedy real-
ized that though we face grave economic
problems in Latin America, these must
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